
 

   

              
 

Council Meeting Date:   July 15, 2013 Agenda Item:  9(a) 
              

 
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA ITEM 

CITY OF SHORELINE, WASHINGTON 
 

 

AGENDA TITLE: Discussion of Proposed Development Code Amendments 
DEPARTMENT: Planning & Community Development 
PRESENTED BY: Rachael Markle, AICP, Director 
                                 Steven Szafran, AICP, Senior Planner 
ACTION:     ____ Ordinance     ____ Resolution     ____ Motion                   

__X__ Discussion    ____ Public Hearing 
 

 
PROBLEM/ISSUE STATEMENT:  
Amendments to the Development Code are processed as legislative decisions.  
Legislative decisions are non-project decisions made by the City Council under its 
authority to establish policies and regulations.  The Planning Commission is the review 
authority for legislative decisions and is responsible for holding a public hearing on 
proposed Development Code amendments and making a recommendation to the City 
Council on each amendment.   The Planning Commission held the required public 
hearing on May 16th and has recommended that the City Council adopt the proposed 
amendments as detailed in Attachment A. 
 
Some development code amendments, such as the ones being proposed, are aimed at 
“cleaning up” the code and are more administrative in nature.  The proposed 
amendments include a staff initiated rewrite of the entire animal section. The old animal 
code is out of date, vague and does not address most of the questions and concerns of 
the residents of Shoreline. The rewrite now has a purpose section, allows for chickens, 
restricts roosters, and allows for small livestock such as goats and llamas.  The 
amendments also contain one citizen initiated amendment to add veterinarian clinics as 
a conditional use in the multifamily zones. Generally, staff will bring these types of 
changes to Council for approval on a bi-annual basis.  The last time Council adopted a 
batch of administrative development code amendments was March 26, 2012. 
 
RESOURCE/FINANCIAL IMPACT:  
The proposed amendments have no direct financial impact to the City. 
 

RECOMMENDATION 
Council should review the proposed development code amendments and provide policy 
direction on any changes to the proposed amendments.  If Council supports changes to 
the animal code, Council should direct staff to implement a three month grace period for 
owners of roosters in order to prepare new living arrangements for said roosters. 
Council is scheduled to adopt the amendments on July 29, 2013. 
 
 
Approved By: City Manager  JU City Attorney IS 
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BACKGROUND 
Amendments to the Development Code are processed as legislative decisions.  
Legislative decisions are non-project decisions made by the City Council under its 
authority to establish policies and regulations.  The Planning Commission is the review 
authority for legislative decisions and is responsible for holding an open record public 
hearing on proposed Development Code amendments and making a recommendation 
to the City Council on each amendment. The Planning Commission held a public 
hearing on the proposed development code amendments on May 16, 2013.    
 
Some development code amendments, such as the ones being proposed, are aimed at 
“cleaning up” the code and are more administrative in nature.  This batch of 
amendments also contains one citizen initiated amendment to add veterinarian clinics 
as a conditional use in the multifamily zones. Generally, staff will bring these types of 
changes to Council for approval on a bi-annual basis.  The last time Council adopted a 
batch of administrative development code amendments was March 26, 2012. 
 

INTRODUCTION 
The City’s Development Code is codified in Chapter 20 of the Shoreline Municipal Code 
(SMC).  Amendments to the Development Code, SMC Chapter 20, are used to bring the 
City’s development regulations into conformity with the City’s Comprehensive Plan, 
State of Washington rules and regulations, or to respond to changing conditions or 
needs of the City.  The list of development code amendments is organized by chapters 
of the Development Code.  
 
Chapter 20.20 – Definitions 
 
20.20.048 - Modify the definition for “Tree, Significant”.  The amendment proposes to 
strike the words healthy, windfirm and nonhazardous from the definition. Even though a 
tree may be unhealthy or hazardous, any significant tree must be accounted for in terms 
of removal, replacement and retention. 
 
Chapter 20.30 – Procedures and Administration 
 
20.30.085 is the requirement for an early community input meeting for a master 
development plan permit. It makes more sense to include this requirement in the 
noticing section than buried in another part of the code. Also, this section of the code 
does not specify what the notification radius is for the early community input meeting. 
 
20.30.090 adds the proper notification radius for neighborhood meetings for a master 
development plan permit. Currently, the code requires a 500 foot notification radius for 
all neighborhood meeting. However, it was the City’s intent to establish a 1,000 foot 
notification radius for master development plan permits.   
 
20.30.180 adds the proper notification radius for public notice of public hearing for a 
master development plan permit. Again, master development plan permits should have 
a greater notification radius and be consistent with other forms of notification. 
 
20.30.280 has two amendments. The first amendment adds the reference to Chapter 
13.12 when repair or reconstruction of a nonconforming structure is necessary. The 
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second amendment is new language when the City creates a nonconforming situation. 
For example, an advertizing sign or building may not meet setbacks if the City takes 
right-of-way for street improvements such as road widening or sidewalk construction. If 
this is the case, the sign or structure will be considered lawful as a nonconforming use 
or structure. 
 
20.30.353 has two proposed amendments. The first amendment allows a new use on a 
Campus zoned property through an approved master development plan. This 
amendment is required since the adoption of the 2012 Comprehensive Plan. The 
second amendment adds noticing requirements for the early community input meeting. 
Without this amendment it is unclear what the notification radius should be. 
 
20.30.410 is the preliminary subdivision review procedures and criteria. The proposed 
amendments make it clear that city staff, not City Council, require dedication of land for 
public use through development applications or building permits. 
 
20.30.730 is the code enforcement general provisions. This proposed amendment 
requires the responsible party to pay all penalties and costs before an enforcement 
case may be closed. 
 
20.30.770 is the enforcement provisions. The proposed amendment requires the 
responsible party to pay all penalties before the City can close an enforcement case. 
The proposed amendment also allows reduction of accrued penalties if voluntary 
compliance is achieved and the City is reimbursed its reasonable staff and professional 
costs.  
 
Chapter 20.40 – Zoning and Use Provisions 
 
20.40.120 is the residential use table. This development code amendment is based on 
reasoning of an administrative order (Attachment B) to allow community residential 
facilities (facilities for counseling, rehabilitation, and medical supervision excluding drug 
and alcohol detoxification) as a conditional use in the R8 and R12 zones. The code 
allows boarding homes and apartments as a conditional use in the R8-R12 zones so 
this amendment will treat the CRFII facility as a like use. 
 
20.40.130 is the nonresidential use table. This proposed amendment is a privately 
initiated development code amendment (Attachment C). The owners of the Animal 
Surgical Clinic of Seattle would like to expand their building and parking onto a parcel 
zoned R24. The use of a veterinarian clinic is not allowed as a use in the R18 through 
R48 zone. However, there are like uses of varying intensities that are allowed through a 
conditional use permit in the R-18 through R-48 such as medical offices, nursing and 
personal care facilities, hospitals, and professional offices. Staff does not have any 
objections to add veterinarian clinics as a conditional use in the multi-family zones. 
 
20.40.240 is the section of the code that deals with animals. This is a staff initiated 
rewrite of the entire animal section. The old animal code is out of date, vague and does 
not address most of the questions and concerns of the residents of Shoreline. The 
rewrite now has a purpose section, allows for chickens, restricts roosters, and allows for 
small livestock such as goats and llamas. 
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20.40.340 is the indexed criteria for a duplex in the residential and commercial zones. 
Last year, the definition for multifamily was amended to state that more than two 
duplexes are considered multifamily development. This proposed amendment is being 
revised to match that adopted language. 
 
Chapter 20.50 – General Development Standards 
 
Table 20.50.020 is the residential density and dimension table. The proposed 
amendment will delete exception #6 which states maximum building coverage shall be 
35% and the maximum hardscape shall be 50% for single family detached in the R12 
zone. This exception was originally put in place a number of years ago as a reaction to 
a single family subdivision in an R12 zone. At the time, neighbors believed that single 
family homes on R12 sized lots were out of character with the neighborhood and single 
family homes shouldn’t be built on smaller lots. Staff believes that this exception is out 
of date and overly restrictive in terms of dictating what sort of housing type may be 
located on a parcel. 
 
20.50.050 is the residential building height section of the code. The proposed 
amendment will allow renewable energy and environmental building features to be built 
above maximum building heights. A similar amendment was recently passed for 
environmental features over the maximum building height in the commercial zones. 
 
20.50.390 is the required parking tables. The proposed amendment is located in the 
exception section of the tables. The proposed amendment will add a requirement “D” 
that states any amount of surface parking lot that is over the minimum required number 
of stalls shall be paved with permeable pavement.  
 
20.50.400 is the section of the code that allows reduction to the minimum parking 
requirements. The proposed addition would allow an applicant to use permeable 
pavement on at least 20% of the area of the parking as a criteria for the Director to 
reduce overall parking up to 25%.  
 
20.50.410 is the parking design standards. The proposed amendment will add a 
requirement for any parking space abutting a wall shall provide an additional 18 inches 
above the minimum space width to provide space to exit the vehicle. 
 
20.50.500 is internal landscaping for parking areas. Staff has proposed adding two 
items under letter “E”. The first is allowing gaps in curbs to allow for stormwater runoff. 
The second item is natural drainage landscapes (such as rain gardens, bio-filtration 
swales and bioretention planters) when designed in compliance with the stormwater 
design manual. 
 
20.60.040 is the adequate water supply section of the code. The proposed amendment 
will strike the requirement that the applicant can demonstrate that the existing water 
supply system available to serve the site complies with any limitation or condition 
imposed by the City approved comprehensive plan of the water purveyor. The wording 
in this section allows a District’s water plan to preempt City code. 
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DISCUSSION 

The Planning Commission reviewed the proposed development code amendments on 
April 18, 2013 and held a public hearing on the proposed amendments on May 16, 
2013.  The minutes for the Planning Commission study session may be found here: 
http://shorelinewa.gov/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=13726.  The 
minutes for the Planning Commission public hearing may be found here: 
http://shorelinewa.gov/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=13959. A 
majority of the proposed development code amendments are procedural and did not 
generate much discussion at the Planning Commission. One amendment, 20.40.240 – 
Animals, did generate discussion.  
 
SMC 20.40.240 is the section of the Development Code regulating animals on property 
zoned residential. SMC 20.40.240 has been completely rewritten in order to more easily 
administer, correct conflicts between SMC Title 6 – Animal Control Regulations, and to 
more closely regulate nuisance animals such as roosters. 
 
The Planning Commission heard testimony supporting the ban of roosters at their study 
session and public hearing and City staff have also fielded many phone calls supporting 
the ban of roosters. 
 
The Planning Commission and staff also asked for direction from Council as to existing 
roosters. Staff looked at jurisdictions around the area and found that most city’s give a 
three to six month grace period for property owners to relocate existing roosters. One 
city allows the rooster to be legally nonconforming until its death and the City of Seattle 
has a rooster license program to track all of the roosters within the city.  
 
Staff believes initiating a three-month grace period for property owners to find 
alternative living situations for their roosters is fair and gives concerned citizens some 
certainty as to when these nuisances will be gone. This is of course if Council votes to 
ban roosters throughout the City.  If this is the policy direction from Council, staff will 
initiate a communication plan to notify the community of the new regulations. 
 

RESOURCE/FINANCIAL IMPACT 
The proposed development code amendments do not have a direct financial impact on 
the City.  
 

RECOMMENDATION 
Council should review the proposed development code amendments and provide policy 
direction on any changes to the proposed amendments.  If Council supports changes to 
the animal code, Council should direct staff to implement a three month grace period for 
owners of roosters in order to prepare new living arrangements for said roosters. 
Council is scheduled to adopt the amendments on July 29, 2013. 

 
ATTACHMENTS 

Attachment A – Proposed Development Code Amendments 
Attachment B – Administrative Order 
Attachment C – Animal Clinic Code Amendment Application 

000021

http://shorelinewa.gov/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=13726�
http://shorelinewa.gov/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=13959�


000022

hcostello
Typewritten Text
Attachment A



000023



000024



000025



000026



000027



000028



000029



000030



000031



000032



000033



000034



000035



000036



000037



000038



000039



000040



000041



000042



000043



000044



000045



000046



000047



000048



000049



000050



000051



000052



000053



000054



000055



000056



000057



000058



000059



000060



000061



000062



000063



000064



000065



000066



000067



000068



000069



000070

hcostello
Typewritten Text
Attachment B



000071



000072



000073



000074

hcostello
Typewritten Text
Attachment C



000075



000076




